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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 1 -3, 7 and 8 objected to because of the following informalities: Newly 
added limitation, "of a shopping site" should be -of the shopping site-. The has been 
done in claim one for "a commodity selling system". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-3, 6-8, 15-17 and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 
anticipated by King et al. King et al disclose a system for ordering items from an 
electronic catalogue including a public catalogue 106 (first network address) and a 
private catalogue 110 (second network address) for selling items at special prices to 
special groups that have volume purchase agreements or corporate contract discounts 
or are special trading partners, see col. 4, lines 15-25. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over King et al 
in view of Kepecs. 

King et al disclose a system for ordering items from an electronic catalogue 
including a public catalogue 106 and a private catalogue 1 10 for selling items at special 
prices to special groups that have volume purchase agreements or corporate contract 
discounts or are special trading partners, see col. 4, lines 15-25. King et al also 
disclose in col. 5, lines 6-10 that customer access control is used to inhibit or permit 
access to particular databases. However, King et al do not disclose the particular 
access control of judging if a customer is a member of a particular group based upon an 
address or > route used by the customer to gain access. Kepecs discloses in col. 9, 
lines 35-63 that identification keys used to gain access to special promotions may 
include the address of the customer or the e-mail address of the customer or various 
other personal identification information. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art in view of the showing and teaching of Kepecs that any personal 
information may be used as part of the access control disclosed in King et al. 

5. Claims 9-14 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being system for 
ordering items from an electronic catalogue including a public catalogue 106 and a 
private catalogue 1 10 for selling items at special prices to special groups that have 
volume purchase agreements or corporate contract discounts or are special trading 
partners, see col. 4, lines 15-25. King et al also disclose in col. 5, lines 6-10 that 
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customer access control is used to inhibit or permit access to particular databases. 
However, King et al do not disclose a certification information storage unit for storing 
information for certifying a constituent member of a particular group. Kepecs discloses 
in col. 9, lines 16-27 a key database for storing identification information for each of the 
customers that allows the customers to gain access to the system. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in view of the showing and teaching of Kepecs 
to maintain a database of customer identification information in the system of King et al 
to be used as part of the access control disclosed in King et al. 



Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 10/05/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant asserts that King et al. does not meet the limitation "judging whether a 
customer is a constituent member of a group based on a network address". This should 
not be in quotes because it is not a quote of the claim language. See claims. Aside 
from leaving other parts out the claim language actually reads, "... based on a network 
address accessed by the customer; This ending phrase is important because it 
allows the rest of the system to know or judge that those at that address are members 
because they have already accessed the site. This meets the inherency standard. 

Applicant asserts that a user could have a "cookie" or temporary pass to allow 
access without being a "member" and therefore the King reference cannot inherently or 
necessarily judge membership by accessing the private address. The examiner does 
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not concur. The King system does not disclose temporary or guest feature; therefore it 
is inherent that if one is at the private address, the system judges them as a member. 
Additionally, the process of "judging" is forming an opinion, which does not have to be 
correct. The King system and applicant's invention could judge a user who borrows a 
member's ID and password to be a member, even if they are not. The inherency 
standard has been met. 

Applicant asserts that the examiner has conflicting statements regarding 
"judging" in claims 1 and 5. The examiner does not concur. Please re-read the actual 
claims and note the differences. 

Applicant asserts that King does not disclose "a network address of a shopping 
site". The examiner does not concur. The supplier's network address meets this 
limitation. 

Applicant asserts that Kepec fails to judge if a user is a member. This argument 
has been addressed above. If the user has access to the private catalog or address, 
the system judges them to be a member. 

The examiner is considering the use of an ID and password to access a private 
address or catalog meeting the limitation of "certifying". 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Cuff whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6778. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 to 5:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander Kalinowski can be reached on (571) 272-6771. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



273-8300. 




Michael Cuff 
March 17, 2006 



